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The Representative Assembly of the State
Bar of Michigan met Thursday, September 14,
during the 71st Annual Meeting of the Siate
Bar and considered a number of jury reforms

that have been proposed and are being consid-
ered for zmpiemwtat;cn by the State Supreme
Court,

The Representative Assembly {RA) repre-
sents Michigan’s attorneys.

The proposals to MCR 2.512 through
2.516 and MCR 6 414 were announced by the

Supreme Court on July 13 of this year. The
eighteen-page Administrative Order (ADM
2005-19) can be seen on the Supreme Couwrt’s
website at
http://www.courts.michigan. gov/supreme-
court/Rescurces/ Administrative/2005-19.pdf

A number of states have implemented sim-
ilar proposals inciuding Indiana, Several Indi-
ana lawyers and judges were on hand at th
meeting to discuss their experiences with jury
reform.

QOutgoing chairman of the RA, Ann Arbor
attorney Lori Buifeweg led the meeling as her
final duty as chair.

Buiteweg will report on the results of e
meeting’s discussion and the recommenda-
tions made by the RA at a later date.

At the beginning of the session, Michigan
Supreme Court Justice Stephen Markman
addressed the RA about the proposad jury
reforms.

“I am not here to urge approval but only
for your thoughtful consideration,” Marloman
began.

“There is no member of the court t?mt
favors all of these reforms. They have bes
collected together from various sources and
we thought they were provocative enough that
they should be submiited for public review.

“Some taik about what courts may do, oth-
ers about what courts shatl do. Some v(mm!t-
date several proposals while others are

initiztives. Some are drawn from other juris-
dictions.

“Taut all are designed to improve the quality
of the jury process and thereby strengthen the
search for ruth, They attempt to assist jurors
to meke informed intelligent decisions by
making evidence more accessible, to diminish

ng the evidence before it he said.

arkman added ihat “there ig teatatively
irong support on the court for the idea that
mug reforms should be seriously explored.
But the burden is on the proponents of change
and we realize that there is at least as much
potentizl for the systom to be weakened.

“We will take your comments very serious-
Iy and we appreciate your experiise. It would
he unfathomable that you would net be taken
seriously by the court.

“But it is our hope that you would consider
the proposals not merely from the perspective
of the bar or bench but also from the perspec-
tive of the larger public interest,” Markman
soncluded.

The Michigan Supreme Court wants to
kear comments from atiorneys before
Wednesday, November 1,

The genesis of many of the proposals
comes from the American Bar Association’s
American Jury Project and American Jury
Crvamission, which was endorsed by the Coa-
ence of Chief Justices earlier this year.




